
To ’ 

The State Council, ‘ 


Jaipur. 



We repectfully beg to submit our Memorial to His Excelleucy tbe 
Viceroy and Governor-General of India, and request that the same may 
be forwarded to the Resident at Jaipur. 


W e beg to remain, 


Sir, 


Your most Obedient Servants, 


Thakur SURAJ BAKJ^H SINGH. 
„ SHEO BAKSH SINGH. 

„ NARAYAN SINGH. 

„ SHEO LAL SINGH. 

„ BAGH SINGH. 






If 5 


tes»- 


Thakurs of Mandela in Shekhaivati, 

State Jaipur. 
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To 


The Resident at Jaipur. 

Sir, 

We, the uiidersigued Thakurs of Mandela, beg respectfully to 
mquest you to kindly forward our Memorial submitted herewith to His 
Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General of India, through the 
Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor-Genei’al in Bajputana. 


We beg to remain, 

Sir, 

Your most Obedient Servants, 


Thakur SUEAJ BAKSH SINGH. 
„ SHEO BA.KSH SINGH. 

„ NARAYAN SINGH. 

, SHEO LAL SINGH. 

„ BA^H SInGH. 

Thakurs of Mandela in Shekhawati> 

Jaipur. 


Mandela, 


Dated 20th August 1918. 
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To 


His Exceliency The Right Honourable Frederick 
John Napier Thesiger Baron Chelmsford, 

P.C., Q.IVl.S.I., G.C.M.Q., G.M.l.E, 

i , 

Viceroy and Governor-General of kdia 


Through 

The Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor-General 

in Rajputana,: 

Mount Abu^- 


Mat it plkasb Your Excellency— 

The undersigned Thakurs of Mandela beg most respectfully to 
approach Your Excellency with this Memorial. 

1, Mandela is a Shekhawati estate in Jaipur on the border of 
the Bikaner State. Sardul Singh, the ancestor of the Memorialists, ^ 
conquered Jhunjhunu from the Musalman Nawabs in Sambat year 
1787, corresponding to 1730 A.D. The forefathers of the Memorialists 
got Mandela in partition as descendants of Sardul Singh in Sambat 
year 1800, corresponding ti 1743 A.D. Like other descendants 
of Bhojrajji the rule of primogeniture is not followed by the Thakurs 
'dTTlandelarandTtherefore Mandela has now five Thakurs, each of whom 
holds portions of Mandela partitioned by their forefathers. 

•2. On 11th June 1911 the Jagirdars of ThumU. in the Bikaner State 
cut down trees on the land belonging to Mandela, near Dedhana Jora (as 
per Annexure A). Both the States Jaipur and Bikaner agreed to appoint 
representatives to make enquiries and to decide tlie dispute. Mr. G. D. 
Rudkin represented the Bikaner Durbar, and Kai Bahadur Pandit 
Dur<.a Pershad represented the Jaipur Durbar. The former agreed 
that the Topographical Survey line in sheet No. 9 (Annexure B), 
Avhich marked the boundaries of Jaipur and Bikaner, should be the 
extent of Mandela estate (as per Anuexure No. C, letter of Mr. 
G D. Rudkin), and the latter gave his consent. Both of them 
pronounced their decision verbally. Bub the Mandela Thakursobjeeted 
to it, as they were losing by this decision 2,329 bighas of land. 
The Thuinli Jagirdar accepted the decision. But the decision was not 
written out. The representative of the Bikaner State on the lollowing 
day wrote to the Jaipur representative that he changed his mind, and 
therefore separate decisions were written out by both (Annexure D, 
decision of R. B. Durga Pershad). The case was therefore referred to 
Sir Elliot Graham Colvin, the Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor- 
General in Rajputana. But Sir Elliot retired before deciding the dispute. 

1 ^1 //1 1 uA 




No other agreement was entered into by both tlie States regarding the 
decision in the case, nor were the Memorialists consulted, nor had they 
any information as to who was to decide it. 


3. The Hon’ble Col. IManners Smith, the present Agentto the Gover- 
nor-General in Rajputana, inspected the site, and gave decision in the case 
on 3rd December 1917 (Annexure E), and fixed the boundary line marked 
E. K. A. J. tin Annexui'c A. But the decision is bad, according to 
law, usage and merits of the case. The very first paragraph shows that 
doubt exists in the mind of the judge. No regular enquiry was made as 
to where the dispute first arose, and which portion of the land marked 
No. 3 and 3 in Annexure A had been m possession of the parties, and 
how it came into tire possession ot the parties. But in a few minutes the 
decision was arrived at, ns if the case was prejudged, and' no attempt was 
made to clear the situation. Never have boundary disputes been 
I decided like this before. Boundary disputes are always decidedjby Pan- 
I chayats. With -what data and authorit}'- the judge acted is not known. 
How with one stroke of the pen the survey enquiry of the GoAmrument of 
India has been found wrong by the judge is not shown by any reason or 
argument. The word muA-t, on the other hand, clearly proves that the 
judge himself is not in full prossession of the facts to give a clear 
decision on the case supported by facts on record. It is a fact that no 
arguments w'ere heard, representatives of the Mandela Thakurs w'ere 
not allowed to speak, and the case received no judicial deliberation. 
" The parties could not settle the dispute by private mutual arbitration 
is another finding recorded in the first paragraph of the decision, wnich is 


quite wrong. The Topographical Survey map itself does not show that 
any dispute regarding thi.s land ever existed. In that full enquiry made 
at the time of the Topographical Survey all disputed boundaries 
marked clearly. Therefore the remark against the survey boundary 
line is not correct. No attempt v/as ever made by the two representa- 
tives of the Bikaner and Jaipur States, or by the TIon’ble the Agent to 
the Governor-General, Rajputana, who both exceeded the limits of their 
jurisdiction to record what they had to decide, and therefore their decisions 
arc v.lfra vires. Tlie admission of Thakur Bhur Singh of Raw’atsar and 
Thumli that the Mandela Thakurs have been in possession of the land 
in dispute Avas enough to fix upon the land in dispute. When the 
Tl.umli Jagirdars Avere cutting trees near Dedhana Jora, or, as the Thumli 
Jagirdars state, that the Thakurs of Mandela Avere measuring the land 
in plot No. 2 of Annexure A,' the land in dispute AA'as plot No. 2 of 
Annexure A. What gave the representatives and the Hon’ble the Agent 
to the GoA^ernor-General authority to giA-e a decision as to the laud in 
plot No. 3, Avhich Avas marked as Jaipur territory by the Topographical 
Survey in 1SG8, Avithout shoAving it as disputed land ? The present 
boundary line of Thumli Jagirdars not only includes, according to this 
decision, these plots of land, but takes a further curve and includes 
the hand of village Dhani Mahtiwali, Avhich is admitted by the Thumli 
Jagirdars as belonging to Mandela. This clearly shoAvs hoAv hurriedly the 
decision has been arriv'ed at AA'ithout grasping the real facts of the case. 

y/vi rfi? 
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4. The record of the case is full of facts from which justice cau be done 
liy an impartial judge. What created doubt in the mind of the represen- 
tative of the Bikaner State was the letter of Thakur Nand Ram Sinsh of 
Mandela. But no effort was made to understand that this document 
was not genuine. In the first place the Patta of Hardewa Meena 
(Annexure F) was proved to be not genuine because it does not contain 
any name of the Jora (small water-tank). The Bikaner representative 
could not take it to mean Gadrana Jora. It may be some other J ora. The 
other boundaries of the fields mentioned in the Patta also take it to the 
Bikaner territory far away from the land in dispute and the Thumli Jagir 
land. Other facts attaching to the Patta also point out where the field 
of Hardewa Meena is. It could only be in the Khalsa land of Bikaner. 
The Patta is granted by the Bikaner State and has no reference to the 
Thumli Jagirdar’s estate. There are other contradictions in the statement 
of Bhur Singh, Jagirdar of Rawatsar, to whom Thumli also belongs, 
as he states he receives rent from Hai'dewa, while Hardewa says the grant 
is “ Muafi.” The Patta mentions four annas rent to be realised instead of 
seven annas, while Bhur Singh says he realises six annas. The witness 
produced is Hardewa Meena, while the Patta is a grant to Hardewa 
Baori — two different and well-known criminal tribes. Hardewa States 
that his father’s name is Bhairun, while in the Patta Hardewa, son of Hira 
Baori, is mentioned. If the Patta is for the land situated in Thumli 
how can the Bikaner State receive rent for it? The Thumli Jagirdar 
should get rent from Flardeva. 'Hn any case, with all these dis- 
crepancies, the most important point with respect to the Patta is that 
the field mentioned in this Patta is situated in the Khalsa land of 
Bikaner and not in the Jagir land in dispute, as the boundaries of the 
Patta show. Therefore it is clear that the Patta is a grant to some 
other person in the Khalsa land. The Patta is dated ■ (00 L while 
t he land i n disjmte has_ bdonged-to-.Mandela for over 130 years. Tlie 
Bikaner representative himself therefore refused to admit it as genuine. 
The letter of Nand Ram Singh is a forged document. It bears a small seal 
in which the letters are so obliterated that it is hard to find whose seal it 
is. The Memorialists have the seal of Nand Ram Singh, which is much 
bigger, but neither the representatives nor the judge perused it. Here 
again no effort; v/as made to show where Thakur Nand Ram Singh of 
Mandela wanted to cut grass from. The letter says near Jora Gadrana. 
When all the land to the south, east, north, and west of Jora Gadrana 
has belonged to Mandela for the last 130 years how could Nand Ram Singh 
ask the Thumli Jagirdars to allow him to cut grass there ? The letter is 
written notin the way the Thakurs of Mandela write. The ink and paper 
show that the letter was written quite recently, and is therefore a forged 
document. With all these defects when the letter does not fix upon a 
j)articular place and does not 'give any boundaries, how could the Thumli 
d agirdars make it the basis of their claim and lay claim to all the land in 
dispute ? No cause has been shown as to why the letter was not produced 
for such a long time. It was possible to investigate who wrote the letter 
but no enquiry was made. In the 1867 Topographical Survej’ enquiry was 
made, and the enquiry by Mr, Charles Burton to settle boundary disputes 
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,1, 1874 Wlw were these objections not raised on these two 

resXns? Why wns the letter be' protee^ md 

present enquiry thongh a„ ^Ir \ht 

^vhy was it produced only a representatives of the States 

pronounced and the case was closed } P v, iiri 1-ip -f-he 

of Bikaner and Jaipur that the Topographical Survey me s 0 
bonndary line of Mandela and Tlmmli? No mention was made of this 

kTr hire. The decision was given when the 

to produce and failed to produce any other document besides Hjd-w 
Meena’s P.tta, the land comprised in which was proved to ^ e> = 

in Bikaner Khalsa land and not in Thunili, and therefoie t iras rejected 
by both the representatives. Moreover, Hand Ram Smgh ^ 
to out grass from all the land of plot No. 2. It con^nsra 
of land. When the letter isaboiit a poibon of land in "'I’ ^ , ‘ 
Jora is, what makes the judges give decision about plots Nos. and . 

5 The second paragraph of the decision shows that there « 
ground on which the findings are based. The words ‘'P— 
think” and no “ straight-forward" answer are clear enough to lead to y 
one eonlsion, that°the judge himself is not satisfied 
before him, and to base the decision on such meagre evidence and 
Lcide a case which is full of doubts, does not put the judge in a position 
t Vive anysound judgment. No case can be decided merely by supposi- 
tions Riference to the letter of Captain Thoresby is another example 
!f *e fact that no enquiry was made at all. It Captain Thoresby had 
dltded that the land was mortgaged to the Mandela Thakurs why was 
possession not made over to Thumli Jagirdars ? Where is the mortgage 
deed' Could ■2,32(i bighas of land outside the Topographical Survey me 
towards Thumli, or the whole of that piece of land and 1,687 bighas 
inside the Topographical Survey line, be mortgaged for a petty sum 
of Rs. 82 ? But no enquiry was made as to which piece of land it was. 
Nor was it brought on record whether Captain Thoresby decided m 
favour of Mandela or Thumli. No account is given of the land said 
to have been mortgaged by Thumli Jagirdars to Mandela in the enquiry 
made by Captain Thoresby nor are any boundaries mentioned. iVhat is 
there to show that it is the same piece of land which has been adjudged 
by the Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor-General to belong to Thum i . 

6. All the real facts which throw much light on the whole case and 
which would have been useful to base the findings on, have been lost sight 

of, viz : — 

(a) Rorty 1 cultivators have deposed on oath that both the plots 
marked 2 and 3 in Annexure A have belonged to Mandela, and they 
have always cultivated them for Mandela Thakurs. The evidence of 
independent witnesses of nighhouring villages is also on record to prove 
that the land in plots 2 and 3 shown in Annexure, A belongs to 

Mandela. 

(6) The Account hooks of Mandela show that the Thakurs have 
been receiving rent from both these plots 2 and 3 for the last 120 years. 








(c) When Mandela was jaelzed b y jaipur.t hat State received rent 
from the shares of four Mandela TlTakurs from Sambat 1925, corres- 
ponding to ISfiS A.D., to Sambat 1931, corresponding to 1874 A.D. 

{d) The plot No. 2 outside the Topographical Survey line was given 
to the Bardars and' Nirbans by Mandela Thakurs about 163 years 

ago as their Pattas show (Annexures G and H). 

(e) The land inside the Topographical Survey line: has been in 
separate enjoyment of the five Mandela Thakurs for nearly the last ] 40 

years. Jf the dispute was about Kankar or unc ultjyatedj.au^i n the noj rUi .. 

of Jora Dedhana as AnnexureU^ shows, how was this cultivated land also 

included? 

(/) Full enquiries were made by the Topographical Survey Depart- 
ment before making out the boundaries of Jaipur and Bikaner, and no 
dispute was shown on this particular line, though wherever there was 
disputed land it was shown as disputed boundary, vide Annexure B. 

(g) The dispute is with Thumli Jagirdar, who has a grant from 
Bikaner, and therefore his land can be measured, but no Patta^ was 
produced to have the land in his possession ascertained, and the Jagirdar 
Bhursingh of Kojla or Eawatsar, to whom Thumli also belongs, and who 
has given it to his younger brothers in maintenance, in his statement 
{Annexure I) admits that the land in dispute is in possession of the 
Mandela Thakurs. 

(h) On one side is a Jagirdar of Thumli, and on the other the 
Thakurs of Mandela, who are the descendants of conquerors. So the 
land of the former being a grant can be ascertained, while that of the 
latter cannot. The latter went on acquiring the land in their possession, 
from time to time, as opportunity arose. They can therefore plead 
nothing but possession, and they have proved that their possession is of 

long standing. 

{i) Even if the theory of the supposed mortgage of plot No. 2 
be accepted as likely, though there is hardly anything to support it, 
still it could be' argued that the mortgage is time-barred, and the 
Thumli Thakurs are not in any way legally entitled to redeem it. 


(y) The decision is inequitable, inasmuch as while finding that the 
land must have been mortgaged by Thumli to Mandela, no order 
was passed for the payment of the mortgaged money. 


{k) Could the land of a Jagir be mortgaged by a .Jagirdar in ! 

such a way as is alleged by the Thumli Jagirdar, and that too to make | 

•over complete possession for an indefinite number of years to include it } 
in another State? There is no such case in any State, and it could not 
be so mortgaged, as ffil^li^ belongs to the Bikaner State and not to the 

Jagirdar. 


(Z) The possession of Mandela over this land is older than the 
\ grant of Thumli Jagir. As no regular enquiry was made either by the 
\ representatives of the States, or by Col. Manners Smith, the Hon’ble the 
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Agent Gcernor-Genetal and 

belong to the Thonoh .Tng.rd«r of the B.Unei 

, rnttheeaheoteoneenlenee^ ■ 

into two plots, ””e ii„e’waa divided into five parts 

it. The piece of land inside the ^ has been in 

in Sambat 1844 ^ Mandela ever since. The Mandela 

possession of the five Thikan ^ possession 

I ThaUurs have got aecounts to show t ' ti„,e ot the 

of this land ever since their mefaje^^^^ belonging to 

Topographical Survey of 1 & enquiries were made 

Manfela, and -- be^efore I was not marked as dis- 
„nd Bikaner never elaimed gnrveg line (Anneanre B). 

puted land as is clear from t I = a jgtant to the Agent to the 
In 1874 Mr. Charles “ es. If there had been 

Governor-General, decided several oun as was 

any dispnte as regards to p.e=-nandA ,bk, 

done in the case of p 1 aim this land on these two im- 

piece of land. iJd had been mortgaged to Mandela 

portant occasions. It this pie ^_„ghip, the land could not have 

^by Thnmli, as mortgage and eatent ot States 

, been shown as belonging private mortgages of Jagirdars. 

cannot be lessened or enlarged and Bawatsar. How 

The State may any day resume e „ Mandela Thakurs? 

could such a holder pass “''"®^Jb"n recognised by Govern- 
Therefore such mortgages “"‘““^Lent c^uld only take into 

CLS^ rei:! Stent of con, uer^^ 

TCt mortgage ot this price of land is quite wrong. 

I laiid. It was theiefo y q.H+o .hould have vot it marked 

' S to tim'r^' thlXog"apbioaTsur“^^ as belonging 

representatives were appointed, or when the case was tcfetra'i ° “ 

the Aventto the Governor-General, otherewise they would have shown 1 
!“enfof their conquered territory. The State ot Jaipur, which trea 
'■ Shel hawati as foreign territory, could not very well know the oonques 
i nor co'uld they know the extent of " ‘errito^ 

j because it was not granted by Jaipur, and could not be traced from State 

I records. 

y. Up to 1833 Shekhawats were asked by the Governmeut oflndia to 
pay tribute to British Government because they paid it to Ajmer Treasury 
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before. What interest 

of territory which had not been c ^ ^ losing 

Survey dates only thirty years aftuth should have 

,.ny territory the Topographical Survey 

been more vigilant. But ac I 

line to run where it does now, Thumli. Thus on one side 

acquired 2,326 bighas of land on conquests and possessions of 

there was a State which ^ other the real plaintiti, tie 

her new ally and tributary estate a.d o 1 ^ 

Bikaner State. Bikaner -^ot nov eoi^^ 

inside the Topographical Survey b 1 Moreover, 

are against her, such as principles ot 

this pbt of land was div^d are well marked by 

years ago in five parts. V&ese P^ imagined 

N trees growing on their bordei, an Thakurs to aquire this 

•,> that any attempt has been made ^ but 

.land recently. These marks . / to deface the boundaries. 

xU «*■ “ ..... 


riaUsts A, a..d shown as ^ o. 3 ^ ^ and l»ymg 

the onltivatois of Mandela for the 1 ha ^ 

rent up to Sambat 1967, t„ enUivate. 

dispute arose, and which the judges have 

what proof of ownership has e P Jngirdar ot 

to weigh the evidence but t to him as Jagir land, but 

Thumli, stated that 9,00 it measured. 

he did not produce the Patta to pr 


d not produce iiue x 

1 1 1 -d t the Topooraphical Survey hue called by 

, As to tbe laud outside „,,p (Anne.ure A), 

, he Memorialists B, ‘ f Mandela have been in possession 

t is submitted t‘-‘^«-,"“"'\;Jtd „hanao means inhabited by and 
jf it for over 150 yeais. whe Tahsildar of Shekhaw.iti 

cultivated by the Jats of Ghang^s oa to 

Jaipur and the th„„t the northern porticar of 

settle the dispute, and they ^ ^ ^.^nkar land 

this land outside the Topogi p the 

north of Jora Dedhana, an caade 

latter, and no proof was ad™no^d J „,. hye 

snswer that he should either et t„ 

ttie rent reduced, for it '“'“taefieiency should be made up 

Bs. 1.800 and is now E.. ’ The evidence ot the Sa: Jars 

somehow or other (as per ^^“^^ii^^hitants of the neighbohruig 

not received. 


, r 1501 bic^has of land outside the ; y 

. 12. The Mandela Thakurs ga^ e per Annexures G | 

Copographical Survey to their BardMs an and 181^ 

jH),as their Pattas dated 

Hi^a^ iiiOiL > Viy y e/d 4^rJ«l7 •' ' ' 

Xl'drrfl x.J^ ^Mil-.v'oru'hOl 


co.Tespo.d,,.gtoI755andl7o6A.n.show. TheseBardai-sreaderedservice 1 

to the Thakursaed formed a Mlitia. If the 2,326 bighas of land outside I 
« e lopograph.oal Survey line had belonged to Bikaner, neither could the ' 

llmkurso, .Mandela give it to the Bardars in perpetuity nor could they 

accept It, because as mortgagees they had no such right, and they kneu- well 
that she possession of the Tl.akurs was only tenpomry. The Th.unli 
Jagirdars could also object to the Thakurs of Mandela giving it away to 
the Bandars as a service tenure, but it was not done. The remaining i„„d 
was given to cultivators, and the Memorialists have in their possession 
accounts of the income of this land ever since Sambat 1 Ron r 

to 1 QOO . y. rp. , . bat 1890, correspondm-ij 

to lS3o A.D. Ihe Jaipur State has a map of Mandela prepared in ’ 
Sambatycar 1041, corresponding to 1884 A.D., in whicli the boundary of 

““deh to '’7*°"’” over four miles, from the villaoe 

aidela towards Bikaner territory, though not with the knowledo-e of 

le ]\Iemoria hsta The enquiry made by the Tahsildar Rajgarh of Bika- 
ner, and lahsildar of Shekhawati m Jaipur State (Aimexure K) aB > 
shows tiuit the dispute was about the ia'a/^r or unirricrated laud 1 ’ 
arose north of Jora Dedli.ua. This aG^^^is oSf fd “nie “ J: 
on the nothern border of fh.rr lomrl \Tv. o’. t^ispure arose 

by the Memorialists B. lu these' oirouuwT” ““'‘s'! 

oceasiou for the representatives of both 2 sH' fT- 

and the Hon'ble C„k Manners 

in Rajputana, to concern themselves ivith ttw L e 

Survey line shown lu plot .N’o. 3 in Aniiesure A 

dispute regarding plot No. 3, it clearly means that I 

and the Hon’ble the A O -P - j j ^ representatives 

about it. Th'^refore the *d ' ^ powers in giving decision 

revised after a'ttr:„:h en::;:r' rt, 

(Annesurc J), and the witn ^ “f Mandela 

Aimexure K report " T Tun 0- P- 

piece of land shown as Nos 2 V and" 4 fekhawatl), and that is the 

Mandela as shown above. A^exure A, which belongs to 

the Bikaner State, anrWthrTah^Nd ^ ?*' 

State jointly, Bhur Siuvh That fit’”'’’* rekliawati m the Jaipur 
bis i-aLr (tcultnrabt tud f o" B “""'T*?"'' rbumli, pointed ont 
trees growing on 11^0 1”^ I, 7 

aa sliown in AniiexurTT aid f ,7 /°"''’ " '■"d » 
latterly shown as dispuled’land ? ” ” Mamonahsts A and B, bo ' 

MetiiollS'lfXrn^rtlfe f “ ""“I ® ■ 

belongs to Mandela. The Hon’ble tie A G 7'"''’ ^'.P'*”'’® “ 

•TagirdarsofThuniliwrotetoMajorThoresbytt'tti °7. 

tlicir land from the Tliakur of AT i i wanted to redeem 

decided in favour „f tm,™ w^*'" ■' Tboresby had 

irumli, why was possession not made over 



Annexure C. 


Bikaner, 
Dated 2S-3-14. 


Dear Rai Bahadoor — 

I must apologise for not having written to you before, but I have 
been on tour up to now. I hope you will accept my sincere sympathies 
on the loss of jmur wife. 

As regards our meeting I should prefer it to be in Delhi, if it is found 
necessary,- but I am not sure that we will not be able to settle the 
Mandela case, I do not think it will be worth while our going to the 
trouble of a journey, etc., unless the Tliumli Thakur can produce proof 
sufficient to convince me that the Survey Map is wrong, and I am not 
^ '’at. the proof produced so far is sufficient. lam therefore 
■ '.-T nV =^r,tiop. sending' ’■'im about April 9th 

,.,as (Aunexures G and H) show'tiiax this 

. ....r iVihndela. 


1 5. In conclusion, the Memorialists respectfully pray that orders be 
issued that justice may be done in this case of the Memorialists, after a 
thorough enquiry made by a Commission appointed withlf^rr^onsent, and 
that no action may be taken by the Jagirdar of Thumli or Rawatsar of 
the Bikaner State in taking possession of the land (plots Nos. 2 and 
3) or building on it, or cultivating it, until the case is so decided. It 1 
has been kept uncultivated since 1910 A.D , anJ it may remain so until [ 


justice is done in this case. Jfou ^ J.i /' 

9vl 


We beg to subscribe for ever, 

Your Excellency’s 

Most Loyal and Obedient Memorialists, 




Thakur SURAJ BAKSH SINGH. 
„ SHEO BAKSH SINGH. 

„ NARAYAN SINGH. 

SHEO LAL SINGH. 

„ BAGH SINGH. 

Thakurs of Mandela, 


; p/ 

' \ 



in Shekhaivati, State, Jaipur. 



At]nexure G, 


Bikaner, 

Dated 23-3-14. 

Dear Rai Bahadoor — 

I must apologise for not having written to jmu before, but I have 
been on tour up to now. I hope you will accept my sincere sympathies 
on tlie loss of your wife. 

As regards our meeting I should prefer it to be in Delhi, if it is found 
necessary,- but I am not sure that we will not be able to settle the 
Mandela case. I do not think it will be worth while our going to the 
trouble of a journey, etc., unless the Thumli Thakur can pi’oduce proof 
sufficient to convince me that the Survej>- Map is wrong, and I am not 
satisfied that the proof produced so far is sufficient. I am therefore 
prepared, if you have no objection, sending for him here about April 9th 
to give him another chance of proving his case. If on seeing what he 
has to advance, I do not consider we have strong enough grounds to go 
against the Survey Boundary, I will wire to you accepting that boundary, 
as I think you are also prepared to do so. 


The only thing then to be done will be to get our maps of that 
boundary to agree. The Bikaner people of course deny the complaints 
against them of removing the flags, but I have instructed the Nazim to 
cret into communication with your Nazim and to try to get your map 
made amicably. I can send you a copy of our map if you wish it, and 
you can then send a man to compare it on the spot and say if you have 
any objection to raise to its measurement. I think this would be the 
best way of settling the map question. If I think there is a strong 
enough case against the Survey Boundary to make our meeting necessary, 
-X, will wire you to that effect, but this does not seem preferable at present. 
Of course whatever reasons the Thumli Thakur may advance before me 
here will not be evidence in our enquiry and would have to be produced 
again before us sitting jointly, but I am taking this course as I do not 
see the use of going to meet you merely to agree that the Survey 
Boundary must be accepted. The note about cutting the grass in Sambat 
1910 is the best proof against Survey Map produced so far, and if you 
could let me know what proof the Mandela Thakurs have to show this 


is a forgerjq this would make the neccessity of our meeting more remote. 
Have they a seal of them ancestor ? One could compare with the one 


on the alleged note. 


(Sd). G. D. RUDKIN. 











Annexura 0, 


Translation of a Vernacular Report submitted by Rai Bahadur 
Pundit Durga Persliad, Representative of Jaipur State, regard- 
ing the boundary dispute between Mandela and Tliumli. 


According to the orders of the Council I went to the place situated 
on the border of Mandela and Thumli on 3rd February 1914. Mr. G. D. 
Rudkin, I.C.S.. who represented the Bikaner Durbar in this boundary 
dispute case, came there and stayed within the limits -of Thumli. Both 
of us, accompanied by Thakurs of Mandela and Thumli, went to the 
laud in dispute in the afternoon and examined the boundaries. Thakurs of 
Mandela pointed out the kunchas (shrubs) as their katcha boundary, 
Thakur Bhur Singh of Thumli could not point out any marks as showing 
the boundary of his Jagir estate. We remained there on the .spot till 
dark inspecting and examining the boundaries. 

The following details will convey a description of the disputed land. 
The boundary pointed out by Thakur Bhur Singh of Ihumli has no 
boundary marks, nor does the place seem to possess any visible signs of 
boundary. There are no kunchas (shrubs) to mark the boundary as is 
generally the case. Thakur of Thumli states that his boundaij- extends 
up to the north of Mandela. But this contention i.s not acceptable. 
The boundary marks pointed out by the Thakurs of Mandela exist, and are 
regularly traceable in the shape of kunchas (shurbs) and trees. After 
examining the site we commenced the formal enquiry into the case. 


On 4th February 1914 at 10 a.m. T went to the place where the 
Bikaner representative was staying, as it was arranged to hold the 
court there. The Nazim of Shekhawati and the Thakurs ol Mandela 
were with me. The Bikaner representative directed Ashraf Khan, 
Jaipur Amin, to go to the spot and prepare a plan of the land under 
dispute. Before commencing the enquiry we asked the two parties to 
arrive at a mutual settlement after considering the matter, and an hours 
time was allowed to the Thakurs of Mandela and Thumli to submit 
a reply after deliberating over the question with attention. Rora Jat and 
Chundra Jat were named as Punchas of Mandela and Thumli 
respectively, and a deed showing the names of the referees (1 uncha.s) was 
executed by the two parties. It was submitted and attested. 


We went to the spot with the two referees and the two parties, 
in order to ascertain the boundaries. But the referees could not agi ee 
on the disputed points. It appeared that Thakur Bhur Singh made his 
referee understand by means of signs to dissent, which led to this 
disagreement. 


At last we commenced the regular enquiry. The two parties produced 
the cultivators as witnesses. The Mandela Thakurs produced Khasra, 
EhatonL Bahhis, Jamabandis, etc., in support of their respective claims. 

< , , \ , ^ -r,'/ 
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The deporitione of the witnesses of the teo parties were therefore reoor- 
L The doeumeuts submitted by the two parties m support of theii 
Ispective elaims were placed o„ the record and were carefully exammed 
by us Since it was dark, enquiry was adjourned tdl the 5th Febiuaiy, 
to be commenced as arranged at my place on the followmg day at 
7 ro A.M The Bikaner representative, accompanied by jNaziin an 
Tihsildar of Beni, came to my place. The enquiry was commenced. The 
statement of Thakur Bhnr Singh of Thumb was recorded. He was 
directed to produce documentary evidence if he had any. He did not pu 
iurward any proof then, nor did he state that he had any. He did not 
even mention that he would produce any documentary proof subsequently 
Tlie enquiry lasted till 11 a.m., and it was arranged to begin it again at 
the place where the Bikaner representative was staying. I went with the 
Kazimof Shekhawati and Thakur of Mandela to the place where the 
Bikaner representative was staying and enquiry was commenced. The cul- 
tivators produced by the two parties were examined Ashraf Khan 
Amin, produced a map of Topographical Survey made by Government of 
India in the years 1867 and 1868, which clearly showed the boundaiies of 
Mandela and Thumb. The' map was carefully examined by us. We 
found the boundaries as shown in the map to correspond with those 
aciually in existence. We both discussed the matter for a long time. 
Binally we came to the conclusion that the map m question was prepared 
«ome forty-six years back, at a time when there was no boundary dispute 
between the two villages, and that the boundaries specified in the map 


might be adhered to. 

It was then decided to hold the court on the following morning 
at my place, and to give the decision there to the two parties. 
On 6th February at 7-30. a.m. the Bikaner representative, accom- 
panied by the Nazim of Reni and Thakur Bhur Singh of Thumb, came to 
my place. We both discussed the question and summoned the parties 
before us. Both of us then pronounced our decision in the open court to 
the effect that the boundaries shown in the Topographical Survey map 
^vill be considered the boundary linejjetween Thumb and Mandela. 
Thouo-h the Thakurs of Mandela iliad objections to abide by this 
decision, which would cause their loss too, but I, in order to settle the 
dispute,' accepted the position. The decision was not recorded then. 
In the afternoon we both went to the spot and had the boundary flags 
fixed into the ground in conformity with the boundaries shown in the 
map. The Amins of the two parties were directed to prepare maps of the 
land showing the boundaries specified by the flags. This decision 
was made known to all concerned, and was to show the extent of the land 

of each party. 


On the same day in the evening at 7. p.m. the Bikaner repre- 
sentative wrote to me that he had then come to know the boundary 
in question, and that Thakur Bhur Singh had produced a document 
executed by a Thakur of Mandela in regard to the cutting 
of grass grown on the disputed land which lay on the east of Jora 
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Gaciraua. He further asked me to have the Patta of Hardewa Mina 
already produced verified (although on seeing the Patta it was found that 
there was no mention of the Jora Gadrana in it.) He further asked me 
to see him at 10 a. m. next morning before the Amins might proceed 
to the spot to demarcate the boundaries, and that he would be glad to 
know my opinion on this point. 

I wrote to him a detailed letter in reply telling him that the produc- 
tion of a document by Bhur Singh after the disposal of the case is against 
the procedure, and that it was incumbent on him to produce it when the 
documentary evidence was called for. That it would be improper to alter 
and amend a decision after it had been explained to the parties, because 
the final orders issued got publicity, and that the document said to have 
been produced on behalf of Bhur Singh does not appear to be [genuine ;. 
He ought to have produced it in the Court if it was in his possession 
before the judgment was delivered. 


As regards Hardewa it should be noted that after the survey 
is done it would be known where to locate the site iu question. Then 
and then alone this matter could be discussed. To amend the decision 
would be an occasion for ridicule in public, which is highly improper. 
To write out the decision is the only thing now remains. The Bikaner 
representative gave no reply to my note, but kept silent. 

On 7th February 1914. Nazim of Shekhawati, the Thakurs of 
Mandela and myself went to the Bikaner representative. It was 
explained and shown to him that there was no reference to Jora Gadrana 
in the Patta of Hardewa, that Hardewa simply spoke of it in his deposi- 
tion, and that the four boundaries also did not correspond to what had 
been stated. In these circumstances how could it be ascertained that 
the field of Hardewa was situated in the east of Jora Gadrana? It 
was also worth considering that the Tbumli people declared that the 
disputed land belongs to them. On the other hand the Patta was 
granted by the Nazim of Keni. The Khalsa evidently had no right to 
assign a plot of land belonging to Jagir. If the Nazim had a mind to 
grant him land in lieu of choki.dari he could have had it done through 

Thikana. IVIoreover, it was entered in the Patta that the rent per 
bigha at the rate of four annas might be realised instead of seven annas. 
Hardewa deposed that he held the land in “Muafi" (rent free) 
while Bhur Singh stated that he used to receive rent for this land. 
Their contradictory statements should be noticed and conclusions 
drawn from them. 

Moreover, the Thakurs of Mandela declared that the field of 
Herdewa is beyond Jora Tilokana, Avhich is situated in the east, aud 
therefore the field lies in that direction. It would be improper to 
believe the statement made by Hardewa and to discredit the statement 
made by the Mandela Thakurs. 


The Bikaner representative accepted the above arguments. He 
said that the Amins ought to see the spot where the field of Hardewa was 
said by the Thakurs of Mandela to exist. 
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The boundaries are clearly defined. The Thakur of Thuinli ouglit to 
have raised his objection then. The boundaries must have been marked 
down in the map after consulting the two Durbars (Jaipur and Bikaner). 
Had the disputed land belonged to Thumb, it would certainly not have 
been shown in it within the limits of Mandela. The letter produced by 
Thakur Bhur Singh appears to be a false and forged document as had 
been stated by tbe Thakurs of Mandela. 

{n) On enquiry it appeared that when Mandela became Khalsa, the ' 
Thakur of Mandela deposited his papers with the Thakur of Thumb, 
because he was married in Thikana Thumb, and he used to reside there. 
Probably the seal of Thikana Mandela was left at Thumb, and was j 
availed of in preparing this document, otherwise it has no value in the 
face of the Survey map prepared by the Government. 

{h) Secondly, the cultivators produced by the Thakurs of Mandela 
as their witnesses, stated that they have been cultivating the land under 
dispute for a long time as tenants of Mandela Thakurs. 
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(c) Thirdly, the entries in the Bahis, Jamahandhis, etc., produced by 
the Thikanas of Mandela go to pi-ove conelusivelj^ that the produce of 
the land under dispute was always taken the Mandela Thikana, 


(cZ) Fourthly, the document addressed to the Charans was produced 
by the Thakurs of Mandela. It shows that the Thakurs of Mandela I 
gave pennission to the Charans to cultviate this part of the land under | 
dispute. It further shows that the central portion belongs to Mandela. ' 

(e) I held a private enquiry in regard to this matter and came to know 
the original cause of this dispute. The cattle belonging to the Thakur of 
Thumb used to come to J ora Dedhana to drink water, he being closel}’’ 
related to Mandela. But the Mandela Thakurs objected to their drinking 
water from the Jora. This caused the dispute. 1 learnt this from the 
people of the neighbouring villages. 

(/) With regard to the letter of Nand Ram Singh produced by Bhur 
Singh it is to be noted that it w'as not produced at the time of enquiry, 
and that Bhur Singh did not make mention of it in the course of his 
deposition. Had he been in possession of such a document which proved 
his claim he would have made a reference to it and must have produced 
it in the beginning. 

(g) Its production a few hours after the enquiry before the Bikaner 
representative after the decision was pronounced is a sufficient reason that 
it is a fabricated document, and which, according to common rules of 
procedure, cannot now be admitted as genuine. 

{h) In these circumstances the boundaries specified by the Thakurs 
•of Mandela are correct. The claim made by the Thumb Thukur that 
Thumb boundary exteneds towards Mandela is groundless. 


Thakur Bhur Singh took advantage of an opportunity to produce 
the document in question because the judgment was not recorded as soon 
as it was pronounced, otherwise he could have had no occasion to produce 


■it. 


(Sd.) Dorga Parshad, 
Rai Bahadur. 
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Annexure E» 

[Copy.] 

Decision in Mandela-Thumli Boundary dispute. 


After inspection of the boundary of the disputed area on the spot, 
examination of the earlier proceedings and reports, and listening to 
further arguments from both sides, and making an attempt to clear the 
situation independently by mutual agreement through selected indivi- 
duals from the contending parties, and by the evidence of independent 
villagers in the neighbourhood, I have come to the conclusion that the 
entire area in dispute between the Survey of India Department,, line 
must have orginally fermed- part of the Thumb Thakur’s holding and 




therefore have been Bikaner territory. 

If — as appears to have been the case — this area has sometimes 
been and presumably was at the time of the Government of India 
Survey Operations in 1867 in the possession of the Mandela Pattidars, 
then I think it must have temporarily passed to them by virtue of 
mortgage from Thumb. Neither side has been induced to give straight- 
forward evidence about the transaction which has taken place between 
Thumb and Mandela in the way of transfer of land on mortgages, \ 
but it is quite clear that such transactions have not been uncommon, 
and that in one case Thumb was forced to apply to the Political Agent 
in Jaipur, Captain Thoresby, for assistance to obtain possession again of 
this land in the neighbourhood — if not this very land from the Mandela 
Puttidars, who it is alleged in the application made by them would not 
accejjt the mortgage price and make restitution of the land. 

As regards actual possession and cultivation of fields within the 
disputed area I am satisfied from the evidence of the selected Jat 
villagers who gave their opinion to me privately, after taking oath before 
a Brahman on Ganges water, that certain fields at any rate had regularly 
been cultivated by Anji, the uncle of the present Pattidar of Thumb, 
and that other fields had similarly been cultivated by specified individuals 
from Thumb. I am satisfied too that Hardewa Mina of Thumb was 
also in possession and enjoyment of a field within the disputed area, which 
was inspected by me and clearly pointed out near the small tank known 
as Gadrana area. 

It is unfortunate that no documentary evidence of the mortgage 
transactions has been produced, but in view of the fact that all circum- 








stantial evidence points to the land in the disputed area being rightfully 
part of the Thumb estate, I hereby decide that the boundary between 
Mandela and Thumb shall in future run — as I firmly believe that it 
must have done in old times — along the line shown in the attached map 
and marked B.A.K.J. 


Camp Thcjili-Mandela, 
3rd December 1917. 


ir\2c4[ 


(Sd.) J. MANNERS-SMITH, 
Lieut.-Colonel, 
Agent to the Governor-General, 
Raj'putana. 
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Annexure F. 


Translation of a Copy of a Patta at a Concession rate, according” 
to the rules and regulations of the grant of land according to 
Sections 5 and 6 of the Rules and Regulations for the Baories 
in the Bikaner State. 


Patta granted to Hardewa Baori, inhabitant of Thumb Tahsil, 
Rajgarh. feon ofZHira rBaori 

You have hitherto been in possession of 40 bighas of land, and you 
have been paying four annas and a half instead of seven annas per bigha of 
land in lieu of service of chowkidari rendered by you. Now, according to 
Section 8 of the rules and regulations of the Baories in the Bikaner 
State you are .granted a Patta of the land to be in your possession 
till this village remains populated. 

The conditions of grant are as follows : — 

(1) You will be charged ^th of the usual rent charged from 

others per bigha as a concession rate, and afterwards you 
will always be charged four annas per bigha as long as you 
render service, and in case of no service, six annas and 
one and a half pie will be charged as rent. 

(2) This land will be called as land granted to you for culti- 

vation and Avill remain in possession of your family as long 
as character is reported good. In case any crime is 
committed by you or your family the land will be 
resumed. 


Boundaries of the Land. 


East... 

West 

South 

North 


Field of Malji. 

Small tank (Jora). 

Field of Bhairji Rajput, 
Field of Mam Raj Jat. 


Dated 20tli June 1901. 

C'i[ 


(Sd.) M. Seeta Ramji, 

Nazim RerJ. » 














I 


Annexure 0. 


Translation of a Fatta granted by the Thakurs of Mandela to the 

Bardars. 



Order given by Raj Sri Dowlat Singhji to Narain Dass. 

You are granted 551 bighas of land to the east, north and west of 
Dedhaua Jora (small tank called Dedhana). 

You must enjoy this land, and sing in praise of our Raj (State). 
Dated Asarh Budh 13th, Sambat 1812, corresponding to 1755 A.D. 


(Sd.) Gharsi Ram, 

Under the orders of 

Thakur Sahib. 







Annexure H. 


Translation of a Patta granted by the Mandela Tliakurs to the 

Nirbans. 



Grant of Patta by Dowlat Singhji to Nirban Gyan Singhji, 

You are granted a Patta of 1501 bigbas of land belonging to Mandela 
as a Bardar towards the west of the Gadrana Jora, to the east of 
Harsana Jora, extending towards the south to the Kankar (unculturable 
land) of Kahreu and to the south-west of Dedhana Jora. 

You must enjoy this land and render service to the Thikana. 
Dated Chait Sudh 8 th, Sambat 1815. 




(Sd.) Gharsi Raji, 
Under the orders of 
Thakur Sahib. 





Annexure i 


Translation of Statement of Bhiir Singh, son of Beenj Raj Singh 
Rajut Jagirdar Kojia, State Bikaner, 

Q. What have you to say in answer to the statement of Deedar 
Bux, Vakil of the Thakurs of Mandela ? 


A. The land of Sakhun Thurali is nine thousands bigrhas. This area 
includes the land of village of Thumli Sakhun and the inhabited portion 
of Thumli Sakhun. On one side a poi’tion of Sakhun is uninhabited. 
Thumli was situated at a distant place once from where it is now. 
The Mandela Thakurs began to measure the land of Thumli on Asarh 
Bud 5th, Sambat 1968. On the boundary of Mandela there is a hamlet 
called Mahtiwala. To the west of this there is the land of Thumli 
Sakhin, towards the south of which at a distance of about 700 to 800 
paces ; towards the west there is uncultivated land of Thumb. About 600 
paces from there is the uncultivated land of Kakreu. To its north there 
is a charitable Muafi grant to a Prohit, about 175 to 200 paces from 
there. The cultivatiors of Mandela used to cultivate that charitable land, 
and the cultivators of Mandela cultivated our land also. The names 
of the cultivators are ; Bakht Singh, Jowahir Singh, Chandar Singh, 
Mangal Singh, Akhey Singh and some others whose names I do not 
remember. They used to pay rent to me. Sambat 1956, 1958, 1959 and 
1962 were years of famine. I did not get any rent for these years,, 
Sambat 1965 and 1966 were years of good harvest. In these years I 
wanted to collect rent, and I pressed four cultivators much to pay up the. 
rent, therefore they became very angry. I remember names of two of 
those cultivators, viz., Bakht Singh and Jhujar Singh, who were very 
angry. They complained to their uncles, Agar Singh, Kir Mai Singh 
Nirbans that they had no produce, and still the Thakur wants to realise the 
rent. They spoke to Bagh Singhji, Suraj Baksh Singhji, Ganpat Singhji, 
Sati Danji and other Thakurs of Mandela that they should mix up this 
land with their land, and that it was quite possible to do so as the culti- 
vators of Mandela cultivated it. The Thakurs of Mandela therefore 
said that this year’s rent, viz., for Sambat 1967, Bhur Singh had realised 
and from next year we shall realise it, and the cultivators should not pay 
any rent to Bhur Singh because we shall realise it. In the month of 
Jaith when there will be hurricanes we shall measure this land and have 
a map of it prepared. When I came to know about it I told the Thakur 
of Thumli Sakhin, whom this land has been given in maintenance, to be 
careful. I also sent word to the cultivators of Mandela that they won’t get 
this land for cultivation from this year. On Asarh Badi 5th the 
Thakurs of Mandela began to measure the uncultivated laud of Mandela 
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• The Thakurs then 
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at Tai time I showed them that my Kankar lay to the south of 
ftl inhabited portion of Thumli, and pointed out the trees of Phog 
Forash as maLne out our boundary. The Mandela people also showed 
1; 'Ite Klnkar which they showed you yesterday. From that day the 
dispute has arisen and the land has not been cultivated, esoept that po^_ 
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of land 'wh.icli the Mandela Tliakurs forcibly cultivated on the south- 

Tvest of Dhani Metanwali in the following year. 

Q. Have you got any map of Thnmli Sankhan ? 

A. I have no map of olden times. I have just got a map prepared 
without surveying the land. 

Q. How do you prove that the area of Thumli Sankhan is 9,000 
bighas ? 

A. I have got a Patta of five villages which comprise a Jagir of 
five horse. Thumli Sankhan is assessed as two horse 
Jagir. 

Q. What is the area of Thumli, if it is a two horse Jagir, and what 
is its income ? 

A. No area is fixed per horse.' The area and income both together 
are taken into account as the measure of the land under one 
horse Jagir. Besides this there is land which has been given 
to the younger brothers of the family for their maintenance. 
Alono- with that land the income of the Thumli land is 
Rs. 1,400 to 1,500 and the area is 9,000 bighas. 

Q. In which direction is the field which Bakht Singh cultivates ? 

A, To the west of Dhani Mehtiwali where the Mandela Kankar 
is situated. 

Q. Was there any dispute regarding this land when the Topogra- 
phical Survey of the Government of India was prepared in 
Sambat 1942 ? 

A. I was born in 1841. I was a child then. I do not know if 
there was any dispute as to this land then. 

Q. Did you ever hear about it afterwards ? 

A. No I did not. 

Q. Did you ever hear that Thumli had mortgaged any land to 
Mandela, or have you any knowledge of it ? 

A. The Tliakurs of Mandela say that a maintenance holder of 
Thumli had mortgaged this land to a Mahajan from whom he 
borrowed money. That land is situated to the south-west of 
Dhani Mahtiwali. 

Q. Did any Thakur of Thumli ever mortgage any land to any 
Thakur of Mandela 1 

A. No. If this land had been mortgaged,Jimy cpuldJ_receive.^^^^ 
rent. If there is any mortgage deed, it should be shown. 

'~Hut no mortgage deed has been shown. 

Q. You did not ask for any mortgage deed to be shown to you ? 





32 


,1. I had demanded the mortgage 
corresponding to 1908 A.D 


deed in Sambat 1965 and 1966, 


, 1 l.,d vou ot the mortgage deed .hicK made 

o What knowledge had j o 

^ ^ /Soon 4 

you deiT 
A. The Thai 


yon demand the mortgage deed 

ot Maedela told me that 

the Nirbana was mortgaged to a Mahajaa I sa.d 

mortgage deed. 


(Sd.) Botr Singh. 








Annexure J. 

TraDsla,tion of tho Statonient of Doodai’ Baksh, Vakil of tho 
Thakurs of Mandela, recorded by 

. G. D. Rudkin, Esq., and Rao Bahadur Durga Per shad. 


Q. Wbat is your suit ? 

A. The suit is that Rawat Singh and Bhur Singh Pattadars of ^ 

Kojla alias Rawatsar, who are also Pattadars of village 
Thumli Sankhan, came to Mandela boundary land, accompanied 
by one hundred sepoys and two hundred other persons, 
consisting of sawars and foot, all of whom were well armed, and 
cut down the boundary marks of Mandela, with the intention 
of mixing the Mandela land with their village laud. Thus 
they prevented, under threat of bloodshed, thousands of bighas 
of land of Mandela from being cultivated, which they said 
was disputed land, and this interference of the Thakur has 
caused the Thakurs of Mandela loss of thousands of rupees. 

Q. Give clearly the boundaries of your land ? 

A. Towards tlie south our land extends from the Kankar of Tigias 
to Dhani Mehtiwali adjoining Thumli Bas. This is the 
extent of the land in the east of Mandela. Prom there in 
the east it extends from Dhani Mehtiwali, in the south to the 
Tilokaua Jora in the north, and from there it extends in the east 
of Tilokaua Jora till it takes a curve towards the west to Sahbana 
Jora and then towards north of the Dhedhana Jora ; and from 
there to the north of the Dedhana Jora it extends to west, 
where it touches the Kakreu Kankar far away from Harsani 
Jora towards the north-west of that J ora. Thumli lies to the 
north and north and west of these boundaries. The Kankar of 
Kakreu is regarded as the boundary line of Thumli and Mandela 
and Kakreu. The boundary marks of the Kankar are 
visible on the spot which have been shown to the officers. 

Q. What is the proof that the land whose boundary you give 
belongs to you and in whose possession it is ? 

A In the first place the boundary marks and the raised boundary 
walls are in existence, which are found everywhere where the 
boundaries of two estates touch each other. Secondly, the 
cultivators pay to Thakurs of Mandela rent for it, of which 

accounts have been preserved for many years. The cultivators 

numbardars, ch owdhrie s_and patwar^and other respectable 
'KiFsffihTS'the neighbouring villages, such as Kakreu, Dabri, 
Jawaharpura, Dhani Mehtanvali, Tigias, Nandr ampur, ^ ^ 

<r'? 
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.^ll^cres know that the Mandela 
Jakhora and several other _ g ^ the 

Thaknrs have been in possession o^h^ and the Jamahandhis 

names of the witnesses wi jisation of rent) will he 

and the Khatas (accounts of the leali 

All the ways (roads) whidi ™ whieh’ate 

areinthelandheloBgmg toMaad*^^^^^^^^ I oan’t say 
outside that land belongs to 

svithont measuring this lam 
Mandela and how much to Thum i. 

Q Have you got a map of the laud in dispute ! 

A. I have got no Survey map of the Mandela terrtey. 

ft lu Sambat 1942 when °°''“““lh„le'°of EajpLna was 
rr7rt» "regarding this land between Mandela and 

Thumb . between Thumb and Mandela 

A. There was no boundary disp 

at that time for this land. i 

e. Who gave the boundaries of Thumb and Mandela at 

time? 

A T do not know. „ ^ , 

a Why are there three small pblars inside the boundary of Eabreu 

and on the land m dispute ? , -.r i T 

They must be regarding — pillars 
:rn:ro«4-W-teaboutthisland. 

Q. Did the Thumb cultivators ever cultivate the land m dispute 

CP there are only three houses in Thumb, and ey 

re" 

0 . Erom which Jora do the cattle of Thumb drink water 1 

’"Srt^hrr" w^ from te well btoause 
water dries up in the J eras (tanks). 

Q. Is there any Jora of Thumb on Mandela boundary! 

A, None. 


.ti 




<1 K 




1 




?< 


(Sd.) Dbedar Baksh, 






Annexure K, 

Proceedikqs : 

In the Court of Pandit Harakh-Narayan, Talisildar, Shekhawati, in 
the Revenue Department, dated 21st September, 1911. 

Vahils of Thikana Maoidela, Plaintiff's. 

Versus 

Baivat Singh, Bhtir Singh, Thakurs, of Baivat Sar and his hundred 
persons, including camel-riders and foot of Nizamat Tteni in the Bikaner 
State, Defendants. 


Complaint regarding collecting an army with intention to attack and 
forcibly destroy the boundary marks of Tlmmli. 


1. On 23rd June 1911, tlie order of Nizamat, Shekhawati, concern- 
ing the report of officer-in-charge of Nartar was received to make enquiries 
on the spot and to report how the case stands. Again on 27th June 1911, 
an order was received from Nizamat Shekhawati concerning the letter 
of Tahsildar of Rajgarh to proceed immediately and make enquiries 
on the spot about the land in dispute as to what gave rise to the present 
dispute, and why this change has come over against the ownership of and 
possession of such a long-standing over this land, and who is the originator 
of the dispute. Orders were also received to arrange to stop the quarrel 
and fight. The Thanedar had also been asked to assist this Tahsil. The 
Vakils of Mandela were asked to leave for Mandela where Tahsildar was 
to go to-night. On 28th June 1911, I arrived at Mandela. Pearay 
Lall, Vakil, and Hussain Ali Naib, Vakil, and Bhur Singh were asked to 
be present. A Sawar was sent to Tahsildar Rajgarh to inform him that 
I had arrived. Four o’clock in the afternoon was fixed for inspecting the 
site by the Tahsildar, Rajgarh, who was staying in Thumli. The Vakils 
of Thikana Mandela were informed to go to the spot at the appointed 
time and take with them servants of Mandela who knew all about the 

land. 


2. On 28th June 1911, when I was going to the land where the 
dispute arose, accompanied by the Vakils of Mandela and Agar Singh in 
service of Bagh Singh, and Rirmal Singh in service of Shibdan Singh 
and Birad Singh in service of Suraj Baksh Singh and Rora Jat, met 
Tahsildar Rajgarh on the way standing, and the Jagirdars of Thumb and 
the Thanedar Raburi were also with liim. W e inspected the site pointed 
out by the parties where the dispute arose, and I returned back to Mandela 
and asked the Amin of the Survey department to prepare a plain table 
Survey map of the land in dispute, and asked the Vakils of Mandela to 


i2<4[ 

wm 
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their proof. A second t.me on 30 th June 191 
Tahsildars .Ith their companions met - ^ Lefties on 

the dispute about the Aunlar oLd not decide 

the spot. But the Thakur of Thumh smd that^^^ 

anything -without such aut ““ ‘ this day are on record 

Eajgarh said the same thm„. P = documentary 

of this case. The Vakils were ordered to put m their 

proof. 


3 Behari Lai Sri Mai, Vakil, Mandela, states on oath that the 

Kanll^r which the Thumli Thakur pomW 

not the Aonto- belonging to him, but it is Ac 

servants showed to our offleers in our presence. Om land lies 

XT, f +1 o+ hnt the Thakur of Thumh wants to usurp it. uui 
lU hi its boundaries marked. To the north of that lies the 
TT 7. . nf Thumli to the west the Kanhar of Kahreu, to the north- 
east ^ the land of Dhani of Peinli, and also the land of Tigias meets 
oui Kanlar in this direction. Our land is cultivated by the cultivators 
and we have got the record, such as Khasras and Khatoms of the receipt 
of rent from this land. piece of land is known as Ghanao from the 

very befrinniog. It lies to the north and has its boundaries marked. 
The inhabitants of the neighbouring villages may be ^ 

will testify that this land belongs to Mandela. Hussain Ah, ^ akil, 
Mandela, stated on oath just what Piliari/ Lai. '^"akil, had state . a la 

Llal stated on oath that he cultivates the land situated in the north 

from his boyhood. This land which he cultivates is situated to the 
west of Jora Tilokana and is to the south of the land called Ghanao, 

and he had been paying rent for it to Jawahir Smghji because it is his 

share of the land of Mandela. The statement of Debu 
Siimh and Bir Mai Singh on oath is the same as that of Balm Kalal, 
Ld°they further state that this land belongs to the Thakur of Mandela 
and they pay rent to Thakurs of Mandela for it, that this land is situated 
to the Mi’th, and its boundary is marked, and that they have been 
cultivating it generation after generation. 


4 Joih SinMi Kajput of Mandela, states on oath that he has been 
cultivatincr the land situated to the north from Sambat 1932, and that he 
cultivates°100 bighas of land and pays rent to Satidan. ihey have een 
cultivating this land from the time of their forefathers^ q-'Ty' 
people are making false statements. The statement of Chander Singh I 
Ld Chander Singh II, is the same as that of Jojh Singh. Ohokhla and 

Rora Jat stated on oath that they cultivate the land situated towards 
the north and belonging to the share of Agar Singh, and to the south 
of it is the land of Dhani of Mahtanwali. To the north of it is the 
land called Ghanao. There are boundary marks between these two pieces 
of land. This land belongs to the Thakurs of Mandela. 


5 Modho Singh, son of Bur Singh, and Batna Partia, son of Saiga, 

Dewa Jat, Sanvalia Kumliar, and Goria Chamar of Mandela stated on 

. /I j /U 


iJC'VH wot'; K-'lVia 1 «.*A*v* / ^ 
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oath that this land belongs to the Thakurs of Mandela and we inhabitants 

of Mandela have been cultivating it. 

6. Peeru Khan Kaim Khani of Mandela states on oath that 500 1 
highas of land lying to the north of the Dhani Mahtanwali is cultivated - 
by him as the private land of Malam Singhji, and Sheo Lai Singhji of =, 
Mandela, whose servant he is. Rora Jat of Dhani Mahtanwali stated on 
oath that the Kankar pointed out by Thakur of Thumb is wrong, and 
the Kankar is that which he himself pointed out. That the land culti- 
vated by him is called northern land and it belongs to Thakurs of Mandela 
and that he has been cultivating 1 60 bighas out of this land. 


7. Sukba Jat of Baghpura states that he cultivates the land which 
lies to the north of Tilokana Jora and to the west of the Kankar of 
Thumb and to the south of Sahbana Jora, and he cultivates 300 bighas 
of laud and pays rent to the shareholders of Mandela. Raikha and 
Mangla Jats state on oath that this land belongs to the Thakurs of 
Mandela and they have always been cultivating it for them, 

8. Ram Rattan Shami of Mandela states on oath that he cultivates 
25 bighas of laud situated to the east of Dedhana Jora and is called 
Ghanao, and pays its rent to the Thakurs of Mandela, Budroo 
Brahman, Chunia Shami, Razakshah Fakir and Subhan Fakir of Man-_ 
dela state on oath that the laud lying to the north and called Utrad^ 
Pana beloims to the Thakurs of Mandela, and the Thakurs get it 
cultivated and receive its rent. On 2nd July IMl, bonds were 
obtained from the Vakils of Mandela for 500 rupees to keep the peace 
and not fight for the land, and the case was reported to Jhunjhunu on 
3rd July 1911. 


9. On 10th July, the Vakils of Mandela produced the cultivators of 
the neighbouring villages, viz., Dabri, Nanwa, Govindpura, Bajawa and 
Kakreu, who stated as follows : — 

la) Dud Singh, Rajput of Kakreu, states on oath that he is 
acquainted with the Kankar of Mandela. The Kankar 
which lies to the north of Dedhana Jora belongs to 
Mandela. Beyond that Kankar is the land which they 
have given to the Brahmans in charity, and next to it 
lies the Kankar of Tigias which joins it. The land called 
Ghanao also belongs to Mandela. The Kankar of 
Mandela extends to Kakreu. 


(6) Lachoo, Jat of Kakreu states on oath that all the laud to the 
north-east of Kakreu belongs to Mandela, and the 
Kankar of this land is towards the north. It extends 
- towards the north to the north of Dedhana Jora. This 
Dedhana Jora also belongs to Mandela. The land of the 
portion -called Ghanao also belongs to Mandela. "^^^e 


la„d beyond f 

belongs to Thumb and that thej, al^^ay ^ 
here and therefore they know it. 

The statement of Bam Dutt, Brahman, is also the same as 

that of Lachoo Jat. 

vAere it meets the lUnkar o! T'f y ^ 

kVM The whole of the northern portion of the 
to Mandela, ihe rvo tr. Afandela Mandela 

land is called Ghanao and belongs to Mandela. 

Thakurs receive its rent. 

(,) The stntement of Kishnn J.t of Dabri is the same as that 
of Debu J at. 

j A of Nanwa, state on oath that the 

(/) Cheta and Mandela To the north of this 

Dedhana Jora belongs to Manaei 

Tora lies the Kankar of Mandela and to its east is th 

Swthl IaI; of Mandela, lies the Kankar of Thumh. 

All land to the south of Dedhana Jer. belongs to Mandela. 

The, grate their cattle there and therefore the, know .t. 

/ h Tt Govindpura states on oath that the Dedhana 

Jorl belongs^ Mandela. To the north of Dedhana Jora 
irthe /onto- of Mandela. To the east of .t .s the 
Kankar of Tlgias. Further to the north of Wedh“a J”». 
beyond the Kankar of Mandela, hes the land of Ttannln 
To the south-east and west of Godrana Jora all land 

belon<ys to Mandela. 

« t^r:“ 1=--- " ' 

Alandela meet in one place. From there it e\ten ^ ° 
slth of Sahbana Jora and north of Dedhana Jora, towards 
the west it extends to the Kankar of Kakreu.^ bahbana 
Jora belongs to Thumb, and Dadhana Jora belongs to 
Mandela To the south-east and west of Dedhana Jora 
all land belongs to Mandela, and further to the north of 
Dedbaua Jora is the land of Thumh. 

10 At 4 o'elock in the afternoon I proceeded from Mandela where I 
^ . 1 ,:tv, the Vakils of Thikana Mandela and Agar Singh, 

«-as ^‘'‘y'”8' “’“S j„t. and Eatna Jat, and while 

lUnptSmgh Snraj B„Uhb^^^^^ I met ™ -y 

hrS: tftiTaVwho was standing on a mound ^f earth. The 

ep-'-l t 




I 
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J agirdar of Thurali also came with the Bardar of Raburi. I said tliat 
we must go to the place where the dispute arose, which the Vakils and the 
servants of the Thakurs of Mandela say is at a distance from] there. But 
the Jagirdar of Thumli and the Tahsildar said that that was the disputed 
Kaiikar where they were standing. The servants of the Thikana of 
Mandela did not admit it to be the Kankar where the dispute arose. But 
the Tahsildar of Rajgarh and myself agreed first to see the site, which, 
according to Thumli Jagirdar, was the disputed land, and then the place 
which the servants of the Thikana of Mandela called the disputed Kankar. 

1 1- Accordingly at first that site was inspected which the Jagirdar of 
Thumli pointed out. In this Kankar a lot of the land of Mandela has 
been included, as the servants of Mandela say, and many fields which are 
cultivated have also been included in this boundary, in which seed has 
been sown though the dispute was about Kankar. Then that site was 
inspected where, according to the servants of the Thikana of Mandela, the 
dispute arose. After inspecting both the sites. shown by the parties the , 
Tcihsildar of Rajgarh said that both the parties have shown the site 
in such a way that they included more land than the disputed land, and j 
that it is not worthy of belief and that it was not the dispute j 
about , the land, but some other enmity between the parties 
which caused this dispute. Therefore he asked me to make full 
enquiry to find out the truth, and he also promised to try his best to 
find the truth. It was settled that we should meet again at Dhani 
]\Iahtanwali and make further enquiry. I therefore returned to 
Mandela. I asked the Amin of survey, w’ho had gone with me, to 
prepare a plain table Survey map of the site, and to show ion it particu- 
larly the two places where both the parties have shown their Kankar 
meeting the boundary of other villages. The Vakils of the Thikana of 
Mandela were asked to produce any proof they have of their contention. 

I am trying to find out the truth by private enquiry also. Dated 28th 
June 1911. 


OrdeB". 

12. The report may be put on file, and the Vakils of the Thikana 
of Mandela may be asked to produce any proof they have got. 
Dated 30th June 1911. 

Order from the TahsiS. 

13. The original record of enquiry may be sent back to the Nizamat 
with the following report : I went to the spot according to the order of the 
Nizamat to make enquiry in the case and stayed there for five days. At 
first I tried my best to have the dispute settled amicably jbetween the 
parties but my efforts proved fruitless. After seeing the site which the 
Tahsildar of Rajgarh had shown as the disputed place, and after seeing 
theplaceAvhich, according to the statements of the inhabitants of Mandela 
was Kankar from olden times, and after making enquiry from the 
cultivators, I came back to the Tahsil. The enquiry is not yet complete. 
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therefore et present of lo'-d, «od >' ! 

Bat this dispute is 1,™. damage to the 

land is not alleged to ^ is' allowed to be cultivated it may came | 

o^\-ners o. the land. 1 • f other Though the Tfihsildar | 

bloodshed, because “^Id Imvate «,e land which is 1 

of Kajprh has agreed p„, 

in their possession. > whether the Tahsildar of Rajgarh 

will beep quiet over .t, I do p.^ioa which 

has n.adeauy arrangments to stop = q.,,, may therefore be 

,„„y ,„he place about the^eult.vat.on o. “j' ^„,„„Hted 

pleased to write to the basimoRen^^^^^ 

with respect to this disput y ..^evented from cultivating the 

i!nd the Mandela eult.vators may no be I>'0'0"7 ,» 

land in their possession for they are all armed. Dated 5 

14. On lOtl, July uni, at the request of the Vakils of Uie 

letter was writteu to Nmmn^ M to 77 ”™ Cr” sited to put in 

■ k’irr;rr;.« S" 

and it refers to dispute about the laud, the Jamabandies or 
of the receipt of rent is quite correct, but it is better to enquire fro^n the 
\uiiibardars of the neighbouring villages in whose territory this land is 
Full enquiries should be made because the ease concerns a 

foreign territory. 

©i^eSer. 

15 . Record of the ca.--e has been put up before me to-day. It was 
submitted to the Nizamat after enquiry, but it has been seat 
back by the Nizamat with order that this case is important and 
refers to a dispute of land. It is therefore necessary to make full enquiries 
from the Numbardars of the neighbouring villages before re-submittuig 
it to this office. On perusing the record of the case it is evident 
that full enquiries have been made on the spot, and the order about 
enquiry from the Numbeardars of neighbouring villages has already been 
complied with. From the statements of the^emmdars of the neighbourmg^ 
villages, which are on record, the land is proved to belong to Mandela. 
The°accounts of receipts of rent submitted by the Mandela Thakurs 
are also in perfect order. As the enquiry has been made as required 
and the case refers to receipts regarding rents and such cases are dealt with 
hv the Nizamat, therefore the record should be submitted to the Nizamat 
for orders. Therefore the papers of this case may be submitted, to the 
Nizamat for orders. Dated 21st September 191 1 . 
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From 

The Pazim of Shekhawati. 

To 

The Tahsildar of Shekhawati. 


Dated 23rd June 1911. 


In the case of Thumli Mandela the Thanedar of Narter reported 
on 23rd June 1911. that the letter of the Vakils of Thikana of Mandela 
was received by the Thana with the order of the Nizamat. I proceeded 
to the spot at once to make arrangements to stop the fight between the 
parties. I saw that about 150 men of Bikaner were on the spot all 
armed. Yesterday they were dispersed, and warned not to fight. The 
Thanedar of Raburi was also told that the action taken by the people of 
his Thakur was dangerous, and it was not proper. There is great fear of 
a fight taking place between the parties. The Thanedar showed me an 
order that they have been warned not to do so. After this I returne 
to the Police Station and halted there. This morning the Sub-inspector 
of Raburi came to the Police Station, and told me that if the mhabitaiits 
of Jaipur territory will cultivate the land in dispute, about which there is 
great fear of a fight between the parties, the inhabitants of Bikaner 
territory will also cultivate it and that may give rise to a quarrel i 
therefore warned the Thakurs of Mandela not to quarrel, and not to 
cultivate the land. The Thakurs of Mandela told me that this land has 
belonged to them for many years, and that they have been cultivating 
it for years. T he Bikaner people have made up their mind to fight wi 


arms. 


The statements of the Thakurs of Mandela are quite correct, and in 
reality the inhabitants of Bikaner came armed and were ready to ki 
and die. I have therefore reported the matter to the Hon’ble Court of 
the Council, Jaipur, and also written to the Vakil of Bikaner, and the 
Thanedar of Nartar in detail, and also write to you that you should go o 
the spot and make enquiry on the spot and let me hear as to how t e 


c£iS6 ststnds. 










From 

The Nazim of Shekhawati. 


To 

The Tahsildar of Shekhawati. 


Dated 27th June 1911. 


In the above case a letter was received from Tahsildar, Eajprh, 
dated 26th June 1911, to the effect that Thakur Bhur Singh, .Tagirdar of 
Koila in the State of Bikaner, has filed a complaint that tne Sardars o 
Mandela have gone beyond their Kankar and are surveying the Kankar 
of Thumli Sakhun to try to cultivate the land of his Kanicar by force, 
and that it may give rise to a dispute. Under the o^^^^rs of my 
superior ofiicer I went to the spot to-day. Before I arrived at the spot 
at about 8 o’clock in the morning I wrote to the Thanedar of barter to 
come with the Thakurs of Mandela and meet me, so that the parties 
may be warned and arrangements made to stop the quarrel and fight. n 
reply to it Sagar Singh Thanedar Nurter wrote to me that he would 
come to the spot with the Sardar of Mandela. When I reached the spot 
I did not find him there. There is a great fear of a fight taking place 
between the parties, rather there is a great danger of a serious crime 
being committed. I therefore write to say that arrangements may be 
made to stop it. On such an order being received you are hereby 
informed that you should proceed to the spot at once, make enquiry 
about the dispute as to what it is, and why such a dispute has arisen 
when the possession of the Thakurs of Mandela over this land which 
belongs to them is of such a long standing. You should also see that no 
quarrel or fight takes place. Kindly make special arrangements for it. 




.< 1 ^ 
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From 

The Tahsildar of SfieKhawati. 

To 

TI]8 Nazim of Shekhawati. 


Dated 8th Octohsr 1912. 


1. On the receipt of the order of Nizamat, I started at once and tra- 
velled all the night and reached Mandela in the morning. From there 
I wrote to the Tahsildar Rajgarh that I had gone there. The Tahsildar 
Rajgarh sent me word that he would meet me on the Kanhar, which is 
the place of dispute, at about 4 o’clock in the afternoon. I went to the 
spot at that time, and the Tahsildar Rajgarh also came there. We 
made an appointment for the next morning to go to the spot and have 
the land in dispute surveyed. So I came back to Mandela, and the Tah- 
sildar Rajgarh also returned to the place where he was staying. Next 
morning we went to the Kanhar again. The Tahsildar Rajgarh was 
also on the spot which the Pattedar of Rawatsar of the Bikaner State had 
pointed out as the disputed boundary Kanhar. I wanted the Tahsildar 
of Rajgarh to come to the spot which was pointed out by the Pattedar of 
Rawatsar in the first instance as the disputed Kanhar, but the Tahsildar 
Rajgarh asked me to meet him at the next place shown as the disputed 
land. So 1 met him there. The Tahsildar of Rajgarh insisted upon 
the Mandela Thakurs at first showing him the land which belongs to 
them. I told him that it was not necessary, and that both the parties had 


alreadjT pointed out what land belonged to them, and that a map had also 
been prepared accordingly. A.ccording to that flags must be posted, and 
the land surveyed, and then the boundary line fixed. If it is considered 
necessary to again have the disputed land pointed out, the Jagirdar of 
Rawatsar should point it out first, as he did before, because the dispute 
has also been raised by him. It was settled that we should proceed with 
the case to-day. Third day we again went out to make enquiry. The 
Tahsildar of Rajgarh, accompanied by the Pattedar of Rawatsar, came to 
meet me in Dhani Mahtanwali belonging to Mandela. The Pattedar of 
Rawatsar and the Thakurs of Mandela talked to each other to settle the 
dispute between themselves, and they expressed a desire to settle the 
dispute between themselves. When I asked them to put their agree- 
ments in writing, the Pattedar of Rawatsar objected to it, and said that 
the Thakurs • of Mandela had committed a criminal offence against him, 
and therefore they must file a compromise deed first. But the Thakurs 
of Mandela did not accept this proposal, and said that the boundary 
disputes are decided by arbitration. Therefore either the case should be 
tried by arbitration, or by a Court. In short when they could nob 
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«t.,c the case n>utua«y 

attention to the survey of - d P ^ TahsiWar of Bajgarh that ho 
commence our work I learn tl,e survey 

wanted to point out the Kanla, ,aid that it is agornst 

of the land also done. The boundary marks should be 

the rules of the survey to do so &- went on 

placed, and then the survey *“^t^aTahsildarotRajgarhaecept- 

talkiug about it for a long tune The Pattedar of Bawat- 

ed the proposal and we went to boundary marks of 

L. J pointed out IZrL went beyond the 9th 

mounds of earth were chalked • consideration 

mound, the Pattedar of left, proceeded towa^^^^^^^ 

that there were no moie mar , advancing towards Mandela, 

cultivated fields of Mandela land and ^om 

He was told that when ^ „,„ae boundary marks at th 

one side to the other, and there tbere 

place where he was going, nor we th cultivated 

Lre all along his boundary me and Ire ^ 

fields which were , Lge it was impossible to find out any 

marks but -“ ?”'>’ "“fiar'ot Eawatsar and the Tahsildar o 

boundary marks tnere. ^he J e answer to this question. The 

B.igarh could not give “^t out th. boundary hue nr the 

Pattedar of Bawatsar wanted P pottedar of 

cultivated fields, and he “ ,.ao regarding the Kankar 

Bawatsar had previously said th ^ and say 

(unoulturable land), an »r , titivated land), and that t ere _ 

Lt the boundary line lay m ^ fieWs^ ooofiure 

were no boundary marks in what he said in the 

adopted by the Thakur o boundary marks of his 

beginning, that ^ g'>“e of the boundary marks on the 

:;::ruldttbf;o:e,andIwentbacktoMande^^^ 


• TM • Mnl-itanwali on the following day. The 
•2. We again met m Dhani .1 tn:^„tors of Mandela cultivate 

TahsUdav of Bajgavh told me tha the ,, Thumli. and 

the laud of Thumli and that ttmy^ m ^.ted | 

that this IS the real cause « 1 the land which does not 

to write out agreements not to .J Y bounded by their old 

belong to them, hut to be content wlftjho^ 

boundary hues existing on le sp g-bumli and have come back 1 

Mandela to cultivate the Thumh^^^ 

„od settled down in Mandela mayJm asW ^^^^^^^^^^^ ,, 

the rent due from them to * 1^0 Thumb ^ i 

in Thumli. All tho dispute will oe, - boundary line, 

am- which is the old is to what each 

because the Kankar pointed ou J P We then agreed 

;f them should point out as tlm glputud >“d. 

to fix upon this place as tho boundary hue of the l^^^^rrTfrT 

i , 
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Tahsildar of Rajgarli and myself proceeded from Dhani Malitanwali, and 
went beyond the land comprised in Dhani Mahtanwali, and also to the 
place comprised in the land of Mandela. The Tahsildar said that the 
fields which the Thakur of Thumli had called his old Kankar should be 
regarded as the Thumli Kankar. The Tahsildar of Rajgarh meant by 
this procedure to fix the Kankar oi Thumli Jagirdar in the cultivated 
fields of Mandela and to put those fields in the possession of the cultiva- 
tors of Thumli. Therefore I told the Tahsildar of Rajgarh that when that 
was not the old Kankar, and the cultivators of the Mandela Thakurs 
have been cultivating these fields for the past hundreds of years, how 
could he now say that the boundary of the Kankar of Thumli extended 
to the fields of Mandela over which he wanted to give possession to the 
Thumli cultivators ? It was impossible to agree to such a proposal. 
There was a great discussion betsveen die Thakurs of Mandela and 
Thumli, and after all they agreed again to decide the dispute regarding 
the Kankar amicably among themselves at that very moment. So we 
stayed near Jora Tilokana to decide the dispute between the parties. 
Then the Thakur of Thumli said that he had no authority to decide | 
the dispute between themselves, and that the Durbar Bikaner had not 
given him such authority and power. The Tahsildar Rajgarh then / 
reiterated the same thing and said that it was impossible to come to a^j 
' mutual settlement easily, as long as the Bikaner Durbar did not formally | 
invest the Thumli J agirdar with such authority. When it appeared | 
to be impossible to decide the dispute the Tahsildar Rajgarh asked 
me whether the land in dispute will be cultivated. He told me that as 
a portion of the land had been cultivated it was not right to keep the 
remaining portion uncultivated. The parties should cultivate the land 
which they have been cultivating so far, though arrangements should be 
made that the parties should not quarrel, nor should they take the law 
into their own hands, and attack each other. We gave sufficient warning 
to the parties. The Jagirdar of Thumli, while talking mentioned his ) 
grievance that at first he paid 900 rupees, then 950 rupees, the amount i 
was then raised to rupees 1,800, and is now rupees 2,000 which he has to ; 
pay every year. The tribute is paid according to land. That he has less | 
land and has to pay much tribute, and therefore the State of Bikaner \ 
should make up the deficit of land from somewhere or the State should i 
lessen the amount of tribute. 


3. Prom these facts it is clear that the J agirdar of Thumli raised 
this dispute only for this reason. The Tahsildar Rajgarh then went 
away to the place where he was staying and I also came back. I am 
therefore now in a position to submit my full report on this case. 
Prom the statements of the inhabitants of Mandela and those of the 
neighbouring villages, and the maps of th6 site, and from the perusal 
of the site it is clear that the Thakur of Thumli is leaving aside the old 
boundary line and is laying claim to new land which does not belong to 
him, in order to increase his estate. There are no boundary marks in the 
fields, and that the fields have been cultivated by the Thakurs of 
Mandela, which Thumli J agirdar wants to , point out as within his 
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1 rinrv It C''!! clearlv be known from a survey of the land that the 
boundary, it c -U ciean^ Mandela, and it is 

Pattcda. of Ea.vat.sar wants to usurp f '“f J ““ ^4 much 

his main desire to increase the ° 4^, 1 , 0 th sides such offlcers 

as he can. Therefore it is necessary that f om bo 

before they proceed to decide the case. 





(Sd.) Harakh Nakain. 

Tw 



From 

The Nazim of Shekhawati. 


To 


The Tahsildar of Shekhawati. 


Dated 26th November, 1911. 


In this case an order has been received from the Hon’ble the High 
Court of Council, Jaipur, with reference to the docket of the Resident, 
Jaipur, that the Jaipur authorities have been asked to appoint an 
officer in whose presence the boundary land in dispute may be measured, 
and for this purpose a date may be fixed so that the officer appointed by 
the Bikaner State for the purpose may meet the officer appointed by 
the Jaipur State, and the land may be surveyed in the presence of 
both the officers as the land in question has not yet been surveyed and the 
names of the officers who are to be appointed may be communicated. On 
the receipt of this order the said Hon’ble Court was informed that 15th 
of January 1912 may be fixed for the meeting of the two officers, and that 
Pundit Harak Narain, Tahsildar, Shekhawati, has been appointed to 
proceed to the spot to meet the officer appointed by the Bikaner State and 
the Resident may be asked to inform the Bikaner authorities that the 
Tahsildar of Bikaner State may come to the disputed land on the 
appointed day. You may therefore carry out the orders of the 
Hon’ble "the Court of the Council, Jaipur, as stated above and send the 


reply after complying with the order. 













fmnexure L 


Translation of letter from Thakur Hukam Singh of Thumli asking 
permission of Mandela Thakur Kegh Singhji and others to 
let his cattle drink water from the Dedhana Jora (small tank 
called Dedhana). 


To 


After usual Compliments. 


Raj Sri Thakur Megh Singhji, Chand Singhji, 

Mangal Singhji, Mahtab Singhji, 
Bijey Raj Singhji, Magan Sinc hji. 


From 

Hukam Singh, 

Thakur of Rawatsar. 

With compliments I write to say that we are alright. We wish you 
all well. Your Nirbans do not allow our animals, such as goats, camels, 
cows, etc., to driiik water IroirTy^r Dedhana Jora. You may kindly order 
them to allow our cattle to drink water out of this tank of yours, as we 
are friends and not strangers. Our cattle will not commit any damage 
in your cultivated laud near Dedhana J ora. Y e have always regarded 
each other as friends for all these years and we have great regard for 
you. You may therefore kindly tell your Nirbans not to disallow our 
cattle to drink water from your Dedhana Jora. Sambat 1926 Miti 
Bhadwa Budhi 5th, corresponding to 1869 A.D. 

(Sd.) Hukam Singh, 
Thahur of Rawatsar. 
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Registerecl 

ANNEXUREHl. 

:-o-: 

No. 3G 86 Of 1910 

From 

The Resident at Jaipur. 



r Thakurs of Mandela, 

i • . Bated Jaipur., Rajputanct, the 25th Septemher 191S.. 

1 - ■ 

;■ ' Dear Sirs, 

■ I return herewith the Memorial forwarded with your letter dated 

i . • 20th August 1918.'No action on the Memorial canbe taken by this othce 
I ' unless it is submitted through the Jaipur Darbar. 

Yours truly, 

B, E. A. BENN, 

Lt. Colonel, 

Resident -at Jaipur, 







ANNEXURE 0. 


The Resident 

at Jaipur. 


OIR, 

The aceompanymg copies of the Memorial of the mdeisigned are 
leBuhmitted. As the uadersigaed are the aggrieved party they have a 
right to approach His Brcclleacy the Viceroy about the dispute of the 

land which their forefathers gaiued by conquest Memorials tp Ks 
Excellency the Vieiroy may therefore be kindly fonvarded by the 

Eesideut under the 

We beg to remain, 


•• Your most obedient servant, 


'5 

' i y,i 


'Th.vkdr sura J BAKSH SINGH. 
SHEO BAKSH StNGH, 

” NARAYAN SINGH. 

SHEO LAL SINGH. 

” BAGFSINa 

Thalcv/rs of Mandela in Shehhnvatr, 

State. Jaipur 
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